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charters has thereby beecome liable to be forfieted? Also to ens
quire whether the Pcnnsylvania, Delaware a d Maryland Rail
Road €ompany have not lately inereased their rates for the travs-
portation of werchandize, and for ihe conveyance of passengers ou
their road, and whether they have not cxaeted rates or charges
greater than they are allowed by law 1o demand?  And whefhe'r,
if they have made and received such over eharge, they have
not thereby ticlated theit charter?’ And it is fu:ther ordeied,
¢That he said commitiee hiuve puwer to send for persons ‘and
papers.”
In the very thresho'd of the enquny, we are met by the fact, that
there is no such company in existence, that we have any kr. owl.
edge of, by the name and style of the Prnnsylvania, Delaware and
Mdl‘}ldnd Rail Road,«but regardi g this misnomer us a mistake
on the pait of the honomble mover of the order, we a'tach no im-
portance 3 it "Tha Phxl‘u!elnhm Wilmington and Balitinore Rasl

Road Company, being meant, the enquiry Tnto their several char-
ters has been had for the purpose of obtaining a ccrreet conclu-
sion. This company has been formed by the amon of several
companies agreeably to an act of 1837, chapter 30), extending as
its name implies from, the city of ‘l’hiladelphia, nhmugh Wil-
mington in Delaware, to Baltimore, under charters from the several
States in which tl ese works are constructed.  When we consider
the msgnitude of the weork; its vast amount of business and the
muliitude of passengers aud other interests with which this com-
pany daily come in contact—and the gravity of the charges impli-
ed in the order submitted, we are foraibly led to suppose that such
an order, was based upon the petitions or memorials of the injured
and oppressed people to this housc, but we have looked in vain,
No such petitions or memorials appear on the journal, the euquiry
is based on the otder of the chairman of the committee aione.

We will now proceed to examine the first branch ol the enquiry,
respecting the union of this company with the New Custle and
French Tuwn Rail Road Company.

By referen: e to the testimony recorded.in the report of the ma-
jority—it wil: be petceived that no such unjon has as yet furmally
taken place, whate.er uiay be in ccntemplation; but admit for
sake of argument that such union had takeu p ace, it ceitainly can-
not by any construetion of law or reason, be consideisd as a viuvla-
tion of thetr charter. T'here is no law on 1he statute books of Ma-
ryland probibitory, or not authorizing 1. The only ore which
bears at all on th- subject 1s a pioviso .0 the first section of the act

of 1832, chapter 504, which act by its secon section repels isell,
provided, thic company re-used to avcept it; they did refuse to ac-
cept it, as appeais in evidencs. The conetusion to wihneh  the ma-
jority repett comes, with due respect to the gentiewen who com-
pose that m=joriiy, in ths patticular insiance affords a splendi |
specimen ol the non seq:ilu mode of 1easoning, —we will biiefly
gtate the arguuient, (sce poge 13 and 14 of the report) “a supple-
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